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fact that part of the Indian Reservation north of Texas 
opened to settlement under the name of Oklahoma but 
two or three years ago will this year put into the market 
about four million quarters or over thirty million bushels 
of wheat. There is unoccupied land in that immediate 
neighborhood sufficient for the production of the present 
entire wheat crop of the United States whenever any- 
body wants it, and will pay the cost of production and a 
small profit over. 

In the plans for the national granaries on your side it 
has been suggested to build them of concrete in order to 
avoid dampness. Why not continue to make use of the 
ample granaries of our Northwest, where the dry climate 
gives assurance that the wheat will be well preserved ? 

But, say the alarmists, the commerce between the 
United States and Great Britain might be interrupted, 
first, by other nations, second, by a quarrel among them- 
selves. How shall these objections be met? There is 
a very simple solution. We proposed in 1856 not 
only to abolish privateering but to make private property 
exempt from seizure upon the high seas as it is now upon 
the land* War upon the land has ceased in some meas- 
ure to be an opportunity for rapine and plunder con- 
ducted under the necessary conditions of the science of 
war by lying, misleading, ambushing and spying, getting 
the advantage of the enemy and striking him in the 
back and other military arts. The latter elements are 
still necessary to the conduct of war, but rapine and 
plunder upon the land without compensation, and bom- 
bardment of unprotected cities is no longer tolerated. 
Why not renew that proposal to establish immunity from 
seizure of private property on the ferry way or sea way 
between the ports of this country and the ports of Europe 
under the supervision of an international police consist- 
ing of the navies of both countries? If the other nations 
did not choose to join they could remain out at their peril. 
The navies of the United States and Great Britain com- 
bined are sufficient to maintain peace, order and progress 
over the sea way, which must necessarily be kept open 
for the mutual benefit of the English-speaking people. 

But, says an objector, " Suppose there is a falling out 
between Great Britain and the Uuited States." Well 
suppose there is. That could only be brought about by 
the reprehensible conduct of small people commonly 
called jingoes who might happen to have been put in 
places of responsibility. We have had and have now 
some examples of this type of irresponsible people in the 
Senate of the United States and there has been a suspi- 
cion on this side that some members of a similar class had 
even secured position in your Parliament and even in your 
cabinet. We can provide both against them and for them 
and we can also provide opportunities for officers of the 
navy and authors who treat of the naval power as the 
chief consideration to continue the development of the 
fighting qualities which are considered by them so neces- 
sary to national existence. A little common sense put 
in a treaty will provide an arena at some place on the 
ocean where a sea fight would do no harm to anyone 
except those who took part in it. It might then be ar- 
ranged that in case the jingoes of the two countries had 
come into collision a certain part of the naval force not 
required for the preservation of order might be sent out 
on each side and have it out and see which could mislead, 
deceive or get the better of the other. On this fleet the 
men who had not sufficient common sense to keep the 



peace might leave their legislative halls or respective 
cabinets and take their places on the ships of war for 
such service as they might be competent to render. It 
would take no more brain power to shovel coal into the 
furnace or to serve in binding up wounds in the ward 
room than it had taken to get into the difficulty which had 
made a fight of some sort necessary. Of course these 
men would not be competent to do the technical work 
of managing the ship any more than they have proved to 
be competent to do the technical work of managing the 
government, and would therefore be put into inferior 
positions. 

I venture to submit this plan as a better one for assur- 
ing the food supply of the British branch of the English- 
speaking people than the one of wasting fifteen or twenty 
million pounds sterling in building silo granaries so- 
called, of concrete, wholly unfit for the preservation of 
wheat in a climate which is not as well suited for keeping 
grain dry as that in which the grain is now produced. I 
think my plan may perhaps be accepted as the more sen- 
sible of the two. 

The Failure of Militarism. 

BY J. W. LEEDS. 

Just before the outbreak of the war with Spain, I sent 
to the Advocate, with approving comment, an editorial 
from that newly launched daily reform paper, The Com- 
monwealth of Harrisburg, Penn., which characterized in 
appropriate terms the folly of engagement in war, de- 
clared against the jingo spirit, so prevalent, and contend- 
ed that the methods of peace should suffice to resolve our 
difficulties. When the strife was entered upon, however, 
the popular demand to " Remember the Maine" and to 
keep up the fight to a finish, was seemingly fully endorsed, 
and the words that should make for peace and goodwill 
to men were forgotten or remained unspoken. In the 
issue of yesterday, nevertheless, there appeared an edi- 
torial under the caption heading this article, so assertive 
of the truth about " the wretched business' ' that it may be 
profitable to pass it on as an encouragement to some 
others to honestly speak out what is in their "heart of 
hearts" concerning "the rowdy's way of settling a diffi- 
culty." 

Following is the first part of the aforesaid editorial : 
" No matter how justifiable this Spanish war may be, 
or what excuses we pile up for being in the wretched 
business, how we glorify the heroism of warfare, or how 
devoted in our worship of Mars, the real bedrock truth 
stripped of all glamor is that it is the rowdy's way of 
settling a difficulty. Be it ever so true that Spain is a 
semi-barbarous nation and that we could n't avoid getting 
into the miserable mess, it is none the less deplorable 
from every point of view. And not the least is the re- 
trogressive effect it has upon the present generation of 
children. It is pitiable to see them everywhere in the 
mimic panoply of warfare, playing battle, and feeding 
their young imaginations with reports of strife, fighting 
and killing. To some minds this passes for patriotism. 
It is easily conceivable how a gentleman might get into a 
personal row with a rowdy. Under circumstances of 
sufficient provocation it might become his duty to fight in 
defence of the weak, the injured, or the innocent, or in 
self-defence against the attack of the thug who tries to 
carry everything with the bludgeon. There are persons 
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with whom one can only deal with the 
sledge hammer, figuratively and liter- 
ally. They respect nothing else. But 
it is utterly inconceivable at this stage 
of civilization how two gentlemen can 
fight. The code duello is at a discount 
among all decent people. It is no 
longer good form except among a class 
of gentry whose pride is their tough- 
ness and whose glory is their con- 
tempt for decency. And so it may 
just as well be understood that mere 
militarism is not patriotism, any more 
than pugilism is a domestic virtue." 



A Vast Ulcer 

Dr. H. E. von Hoist thus gives his 
reasons for opposing the annexation 
of the Philippines : 

" If this country annexes the Phil- 
ippine Islands, it will simply annex 
a vast ulcer. The annexation will be 
a greater calamity than the loss of 
three great battles would be. I am 
not American born, but I am an 
American patriot and it is because I 
am such that I deprecate this ruinous 
folly. The trouble will come, not 
during the war, but at the close of it 
and afterward. The seed which the 
country is now sowing will not bear 
its full harvest for fifty or a hundred 
years. Annexation ! How could this 
country have the face to annex the 
Philippines after the joint resolution 
of Congress expressly dislaiming any 
intention to do so and after the Presi- 
dect in his message has said that an- 
nexation would be criminal? How 
could the American people conquer 
and annex another country when the 
cardinal principle of its own constitu- 
tion is that governments derive their 
just powers from the consent of the 
governed? Can annexation be the 
object of a war of humanity? There 
has been some talk, not only of an- 
nexation, but of trading. That is, 
this country which stands for a gov- 
ernment of the people, by the people, 
proposes to conquer another nation 
and swap it off for a third, against 
the will of both. Now, the Congress 
of Vienna did this thing, but who 
would ever have dreamed that the 
United States would do it?" 

" If the United States should an- 
nex the Philippines would any of the 
nations on the continent resist it?" 

"I cannot say any of them would, 
but I am sure it would unite the na- 
tions of continental Europe against 
this country in sentiment." 
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War is Wrong. 

The National Single Taxer of Minne- 
apolis, is devoting a good deal of space 
to discussion of the subject of peace, 
many single-taxers being opposed on 
principle to all war. Under date of 
May 23, Mr. James Leedom of Mil- 
waukee, wrote as follows : 

"In his epigrammatic, brusque way, 
General Sherman said, ' War is hell ! ' 
In more thoughtful words, an English 
bishop (Watson) one hundred years 
ago, wrote, ' War reverses, with re- 
spect to its objects, all the rules of 
morality. It is nothing less than a 
temporary repeal of all the principles 
of virtue. It is a system out of which 
almost all the virtues are excluded, 
and in which nearly all the vices are 
incorporated.' 

" As single taxers, our faith in the 
truth and beauty of Jesus' teachings 
has been confirmed, not shaken. We 



have learned to love the prayer, 
' Thy will be done, on earth as it is 
in Heaven,' and to believe that the 
duty of all men while on this earth is 
to do the will of their Father in Heaven. 
While these principles are admittedly 
true, yet, strange to say, many single 
taxers while condemning the social 
customs which compel God's crea- 
tures to live in wretchedness, loudly 
applaud the practice of the inherited 
barbarity of war, which entails misery, 
wretchedness, pain, and suffering on 
the combatants, awakens in men's 
breasts every evil passion, hatred, 
malice, and all uncharitableness, and 
at least temporarily suspends every 
principle of love and virtue. 

' ' War and Christianity are diametri- 
cally opposed to each other. As we 
cannot serve God and mammon, so I 
believe we must either advocate war 
or Christianity, one or the other, not 
both at the same time." 



